Agenda Item 4.C.22.

CALIFORNIA POLLUTION CONTROL FINANCING AUTHORITY
CALIFORNIA RECYCLE UNDERUTILIZED SITES REMEDIATION PROGRAM
Meeting Date: November 19, 2008
Request Infill Grant Approval

Prepared by: Center for Creative Land Recycling (CCLR) and Deana Carrillo, CPCFA

Applicant: Martin Building Company Type of Funding Requested: Grant
Developer: Martin Building Company Amount Requested: $2,148,471
Project Name: 2235 Third Street Strategic Partner: CCLR
Project Location: San Francisco (San Francisco
County)

Summary. Martin Building Company (the “Applicant”) requests approval of a grant in the
amount not to exceed $2,148,471 to finance the remediation of a brownfield to develop 2235
Third Street in the City of San Francisco. The Applicant anticipates the mixed use development
project will create 179 housing units; of which 143 will be market-rate rental units and 36 (20%)
will be affordable rental units at 40-50% of the Average Median Income (AMI).

Applicant. Martin Building Company is a for-profit developer established January 1, 1989,
owned 100% my Patrick Martin McNerney. The Applicant is leasing the property for an initial
term of 20 years, with two options to extend for an additional 15 years.

Legal Questionnaire. The Strategic Partner has reviewed the Applicant’s responses to the
questions contained in the Legal Status portion of the Application. No information was
disclosed that raises questions concerning the financial viability or legal integrity of this
applicant.

Brownfield Project Description. The property was occupied by a scrap iron and metal yard
from 1924 to 1999. Lead contaminants in the soil are the main concern. Levels of lead
contamination exceed the California Code of Regulations, Title 22, Sec 66261.24 hazardous
waste level.

Amount Financed

Description of Activity by Infill Grant
Trenching/Excavation and soil removal $ 488,889
Hazardous material removal and disposal 638,889
Hazardous waste generator fees 70,000
Concrete slab cap installation 850,963
Soil sampling and analyzing for offsite disposal or reuse 50,000
Environmental engineering reporting-technical assistance 10,000
Site safety officer monitoring-technical assistance 20,000
Ongoing operation and maintenance plan costs 20,000

TOTAL ESTIMATED COSTS $2,148,741

Oversight Agency. City of San Francisco, Department of Public Health, Occupational and
Environmental Health
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Infill Development Project Description. The development project will create 179 rental
housing units, of which 36 (20%) will be affordable rental units restricted to 40-50% of the
Average Median Income (AMI) for a term of 55 years. It is a 50,000 square foot project that
will revitalize vacant land and two existing historic buildings. The projects will create 17,000
square feet of retail which will include a small grocery store and day care services. The project
will maintain 1,000 square feet of open space while providing 157 below ground parking spaces.

The project is located adjacent to the new San Francisco MUNI Third Street light rail, and
adjacent to the burgeoning employment, recreation and education opportunities of UCSF
Mission Bay. The surrounding community represents a population with a variety of low and
middle income families, including BayView Hunters Point, Portrero Hill, Dogpatch
Neighborhood and the Central Waterfront area; as well as students and faculty at the nearby
campus.

Permits. The project is consistent with current local land use plans. Martin Building has an
approved large project authorization for 2235 Third Street from the San Francisco Planning
Commission, and intends to apply for a site permit and building permit.

Anticipated Timeline.

Cleanup to Begin: June 2009

Cleanup to be Completed: December 2011
Development to Begin: December 2009
Development to be Completed: June 2011

Local Government Support. The project is consistent with the Central Waterfront Area Plan of
San Francisco. The Project has had extensive community outreach and local government
involvement over the last 6 years. The project has undergone environmental review and has
received certification by the San Francisco Planning Commission and Planning Department for
the Final Environmental Impact Report. The Applicant has performed extensive community
outreach for this project.

Several letters of support have been received for the project including:

Community Support.

e Susan Eslick, President, The Dogpatch Neighborhood Association (A-1)

e Tony Kelly, President, Potrero Boosters Neighborhood Association and local petition (A-
2)

e Charles Edwin Chase, AIA, Executive Director, San Francisco Architectural Heritage (A-
7)

e Sarah Karlinsky, Policy Director, San Francisco Planning and Urban Research
Association (A-8)

e Tim Colen, Executive Director, San Francisco Housing Action Coalition (A-12)

e Matt Regan, Director of Housing, Bay Area Council, San Francisco Planning and Urban
Research Association (A-15)
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Government Support.

e Sophie Maxwell, member, Board of Supervisors for San Francisco City and County (A-
16)

Application Score. The project earned a score of 90 out of 120 points in the following
categories:

(a) Readiness to Proceed. TOTAL- 35/40
(1) Applicant has demonstrated that environmental review can be completed and all
necessary entitlements can be received from the local jurisdiction within two years if
receiving the award- 10/10. The City’s Planning Department certified the Final EIR on
August 14, 2008.

(2) Funding commitments are in place, or financing applications are under review, for
the Infill Development Project-10/10. Funding commitments totaling full construction
costs of $35.4 Million are under review.

(3) The Infill Development Project has local community and government support-10/10.
The project has several local community support letters, and a letter of support from
Supervisor Sophie Maxwell.

(4) Cleanup Plan has been approved by Oversight Agency-5/5. The City and County of
San Francisco’s Department of Public Health approved the Project’s cleanup plan on
February 10, 2005.

(5) Applicant has building permits, and all other governmental permits (i.e.
encroachment, ROW, etc.) in place or under review -0/5.

(b) Location within an Economically Distressed Community. TOTAL-30/30. Project is
within a state designated enterprise zone.

(c) Location within a Priority Development of a Local Governmental Entity. TOTAL-
10/10. The Project is within Association of Bay Area Government’s (ABAG) Adopted
Priority Development Areas.

(d) Depth of Affordability. TOTAL-5/10. 20% of the Project’s 179 units are restricted to
residents at or below 50% AMI, above the Program’s 15% threshold for 5 points.

(e) Percentage of Affordability. TOTAL-5/15. 20% of the Project’s 179 units are Affordable,
well above the 15% threshold for 5 points.

(F) Utilization of Green Building Methods. TOTAL-5/5. The Project is designed for LEED
Gold certification.

(9) Cleanup Plan for the Brownfield Infill Project does not require Ongoing Operation and
Maintenance. TOTAL 0/10.
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Tie-Breaker.

(@) Total Brownfield Infill Project Cleanup Plan Cost: $2,148,741

(b) Total number of residential housing units produced and/or promoted by Infill Development
Project: 179

(c) Tie-breaker ratio [(a) / (b)]: $12,004 / housing unit

Financing Details.

e Amount of Overall Financing to be Leveraged:
o Total Project Cost = $35,370,750
o Total CALReUSE Infill Grant Funding = $2,148,741
0 CALReUSE remediation funding is leveraged 16.5to 1

e Sources of Financing for Brownfield Infill Project: CALReUSE Grant

e Sources of Financing for Infill Development Project: Bank of the West loan, Washington

Capital equity.

Staff Recommendation. Staff recommends approval of the attached Resolution for Martin
Building Company for a grant not to exceed $2,148,741.




Agenda Item 4.C.22.

A RESOLUTION OF THE CALIFORNIA POLLUTION CONTROL FINANCING
AUTHORITY APPROVING EXECUTION AND DELIVERY OF GRANT FUNDING FOR
MARTIN BUILDING COMPANY
CALIFORNIA RECYCLE UNDERUTILIZED SITES REMEDIATION PROGRAM

November 19, 2008

WHEREAS, the California Pollution Control Financing Authority (the “Authority”), a
public instrumentality of the State of California, is authorized by the Regulations adopted to
implement and make specific the statutory provisions of the California Recycle Underutilized
Sites (CALReUSE) Remediation Program;

WHEREAS, the statutory provisions of the CALReUSE Remediation Program authorize
grant and loan funding for the purpose of brownfield cleanup that promotes infill residential and
mixed-use development, consistent with regional and local land use plans;

WHEREAS, the Authority solicited applications for the CALReUSE Remediation
Program and such applications were evaluated and scored pursuant to the Authority’s
Regulations;

WHEREAS, Martin Building Company has submitted an application for the CALReUSE
Remediation Program for a grant in the amount of $2,148,471for the 2235 Third Street Project;
(the “Project™)

WHEREAS, the Strategic Partner, Center for Creative Land Recycling has reviewed the
application and determined to recommend 2235 Third Street Project to the Authority for funding
consideration;

WHEREAS, the Authority staff has reviewed the Strategic Partner’s recommendation
and has determined to recommend the 2235 Third Street Project for funding; and

WHEREAS, approval of a grant for Martin Building Company (“Applicant” and
“Grantee”) by the Authority is now sought;

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED by the California Pollution Control Financing
Authority, as follows:

Section 1. Pursuant to the Regulations, the Authority hereby finds that the
2235 Third Street Project is eligible for financing and hereby approves the grant described in the
staff described in the Applicant’s CALReUSE Infill Application to the Authority.

Section 2. The Executive Director is hereby authorized for and on behalf of the
Authority to take all steps necessary with respect to the Applicant including notifying the
Applicant that its Application has been approved for funding, preparing a commitment letter that
contains the terms and conditions of funding for the Grantee, preparing and executing the final
form of grant agreement and disbursing funds pursuant to the grant agreement and the
Authority’s Regulations.
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Section 3. The Executive Director is hereby authorized for and on behalf of the
Authority to approve any changes in the Project described in Exhibit A of the grant agreement as
the Executive Director shall deem appropriate and authorized under the Regulations (provided
that the amount of the grant may not be increased above the amount approved by the Authority).

Section 4. The Executive Director is hereby authorized and directed, for and on
behalf of the Authority, to draw money from the Proposition 1C (2006) funds allocated to this
Program not to exceed those amounts approved by the Authority for the Project approved in
Section 1. The Executive Director is further authorized and directed, for and on behalf of the
Authority, to execute and deliver for the Project identified in Section 1 any and all documents
necessary to complete the transfer of funds. The authority of the Executive Director is limited to
payment of claims made by the Grantee in accordance with the Regulations and the grant
Agreement.

Section 5. Any notice to the Applicant approved hereunder shall indicate that the
Authority shall not be liable to the Applicant in any manner whatsoever should such funding not
be completed for any reason whatsoever. Notice to the Applicant shall include a provision
making it clear that continued funding under the program is not guaranteed but is entirely
dependent upon funds being available to the CALReUSE Program and the Grantee continued
compliance with the grant agreement and the regulations governing the CALReUSE Program.

Section 6. The Executive Director of the Authority is hereby authorized and directed,
to do any and all things and to execute and deliver any and all documents which they deem
necessary or advisable in order to effectuate the purposes of this Resolution and the transactions
contemplated hereby, and which have heretofore been approved as to form by the Authority.
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EXHIBIT A
TERM SHEET
Name of Project: 2235 Third Street
Maximum Amount of Grant/Loan: $2,148,471
Strategic Partner: Center for Creative Land Recycling
Grantee: Martin Building Company
Financing Structure: Grant
Maximum Grant Term: Not to exceed 6 years from first draw on
funds
Oversight Agency: City of San Francisco, Department of Public
Health, Occupational and Environmental
Health
Project Location: Parcel Number 4058-010

2235 Third Street
San Francisco (San Francisco County)
California 94107

Development Project Description: 179 housing unit complex 36 will be rent
restricted at 40-50% AMI for a period of 55
years. An additional 17,000 square feet of
the project will include a small grocery
store and day care facilities.

Project: Description of Activity Estimated Cost
Trenching/Excavation and soil removal $ 488,889
Hazardous material removal and disposal 638,889
Hazardous waste generator fees 70,000
Concrete slab cap installation 850,963
Soil sampling and analyzing for offsite disposal or reuse 50,000
Environmental engineering reporting-technical assistance 10,000
Site safety officer monitoring-technical assistance 20,000
Ongoing operation and maintenance plan costs 20,000
TOTAL ELIGIBLE BROWNFIELD INFILL COSTS $2,148,741
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Exhibit 27
Pages 1-15

December 7, 2005 no [:F‘ ATCH
SEICHIMANDDD &5 S0TATION

Michael Yame

rector, Deesign & Entilemenis

Martin Building Company

54 Mint Btreet, 5° Floor

San Fmncisco, CA 94106

Re: Dogpanch Melghborhood Asscciaton endomement of the FX35 Third Sereet Mixed-Llse
Housing Project

Dear Michael,

O bebsald of e Dogpasch Nelghborhood Association (A, Tam plessed o announce oar
arganlzation’s strong support for your proposed |E3-unil mixed-use housing development for
2245 Third Street and the associated “Diaft Centrel Waterfront Flan Demonsimtion Districe,”
Your project sets a high standard For all fubane developsnent in cor immediate neighborbood and,
we hope, for the greater Central WaledromL.

Following weowr final presentation al oar Movember B, 2005 mesting, | sent an email o all DINA
members asking people o email me only if ey had chjections o issuing o formal endorsement,
Insiead of chjections, [ received nothing bul unsoliciies expressioms of suppont for your proposal
I belseve that this is bath & reflection of the quality of Four design, and also a testament o your
cxbracnlinary effors io resch o o the peighborhood and genainely incosporaie their conoems
and comenents s your sl project,

W balbeve the projecs will sirengthen tee vicality of car mm«m by pmvld!ug up i 183
undis of houslng while also sctlvating Third Street withy ground floor recat]

DM A s prosod o sappost your efforts to obaln final approval from B Plasming Commission and
Board of Supervisors for the 2235 Thind Sireet project and the required Demonstration District
zoning changs, DINA will be pleased to offer support mt your bearings ns well & senil copies o
Fasming Commission i necesasry.

Aguln, we thank you for reaching cist oo owr pelghborhood snd malkdng such an inclasive project.

Cz Bupervisor Sophle Maxwell

Julizm Banales, Manager, SE Quadmnt Tesm, *eighborhood Plamming

B0 Box plag§ - San Framciaes  Califzrnda -« mgiiaf

A-1
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POTRERO BOOSTERS

NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATION
. SERVING THE MILL SINCE 1925

January 18, 2006

Michaal Yame
Director, Dasign and Entifements

uumamcm
 £4 Mint Street, 55h Floor
P San Francisco, C‘-A 24103

Re: 2235 ?H’_:d Street

 Dear Michasi:
mwm-nmmmmuumnnulmmmys

hixed-use housing and retail development for 2235 Third Street, A7 owr meeding of
'mmzmmmmmm«mnﬁmmrmﬂm
thomnmrrimimmﬂﬁmmm“mum:mrl\nmlm
years, and we have found the Martin Building Company to bo sensitive to neighborhaod

concerrs and responsive to qmsmam reised at our Executive Commities and
deneral merlhrthlpn-elnp

| émgm on & well-canignad pmpﬂt. and on yeur cammiment o historical
praservaticn and reighbarhood awsreness.

Mary tranis hrmﬁﬂwhgummmlyhmammmm.: '

Ct 8upmit¢ Sophle Maxwell
Jufian Banales, San Francisco Planning Degartment

JAS) RICHTEERTR ST FMS [ 53 = SAN FRANCISCO, CA * 94107

A-2
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T
2, 2007
= ’ Wt U7 i
Mr. Michasl Yarmne
MB“H..‘CQ-W Mot -a ™ Cn ey
54 Mint Street, 5* Floor
San Francisca, CA M103

Re: 2235 Third Strest
Diwar Mr, Yame:

O behadfl of the [sues Comanilles of San Francisso Architsctoral Heritage, thank you for
the opportmity 10 review the proposed development at 2235 Third Strest. The following
camments reflect the information received during your presentation befors the commines
an May |, 2007,

The lssues Commities of San Francisco Arzhitecreenl Heritags would 1k to commend
the project tcam for their proposal 1o develop new rental houging that includes the
echabilisation of three remaining hisloric resources on the site dating from the first quarter
of the 20 century,

Herfinge believes you hove approgelaely sddresscd the scale and massing of the
sarrounding resources on both Ilinois Street and Third S4reel. There is & chear references
to the vertical height and proportion found at the Americen Can Company along Hlinols
Strewt, and the proposed housing elements foend along Thied Street are compatibile in
fiase and propartion with the masonry buildings om the site. In our opimion, these are
highly impartant altrfostes for the mew comstruction to address.

M would be extremely valuable, as the project & emderstand how the strecture
for the housing planned above 2255 Third Serest, the smallest of the masonry buildings,
will be executed to minimim the impact to the resource.

We would lock forwsnd to your refam %o the |sspes Committee &5 the details of this

pregect are fusther defined. IF you require clarification or have any questions, please do
B0t hesitare to CoMact me.

Sincersly,

ﬁwm Chﬁ,ﬁ;{)
Executive Direcior

CECSs

L 2254

A-7
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B
¥ e
Ma. Kafie [FBnen
Martin Bullding Compary
4 Mint Street, 5* 1

San Franciaco, CA 94100

Re  SPUR Endorsement of
Proposed MEned-LUse Rendental Devlopment st X775 Thind Street

D Mo, (OB

O bt of e ermibiers of the SPUE Prosect Revies Comsminee . wr sould i 1o
ik your o for bringing the jroposed mmoed-ase Aeisdtets] dovekpment o 7735
Third Sweet o our prowp for considersisos and review 8 our March 2007 mesting. As
 resull of our review o Thst mecling and in subseques! discussions, we are very
plensed to affer SPLIR"s endoreemeni of the project.

We belicve that (e proposed project will have signifiant potential 1o caniribute jo the
wibruncy of the Dogpatch neighborkood and the Third Street comidor. Based on our

review crideria, we offer the following comments @ sspport of 0w reasors behind our
emicrw—es a8 fre sppesom which we ook woulkd Saie the propect cves more

sopspelimg
Land U'se

The 2235 Thind Street progert propoes 1o mcorpornss & -story and @ single-sory brick
wanchouse, bath of which fromt onse Thind Soost and which the City ha designsied o
hisiorically significant (Category “B7), inle & development consisting af |79 residentinl
rental units, approx, 15,0600 sF of ground floor grocery store znd restuicrant, o daycans
oenter and semi-sabterranean parking. |n addiden o the histarie struetianes, the site
currently coraina & scrap metal yand |n sddition bo rehabilitating the fwo hestoric
stracnares, the new Jevelopment would consist of theee new feeaanding erucioses, o
wall s m ackdbenal builig sftackad 0 U xmsller org-itory wachouse  Heighes of
e =rw baidiogy on Thend Street willl b 15 stcppiog bech recaty (et o 5 bepte of
W Facadcs fronsey [l Sorn, wisch 5 bwor, will fise o &5

W mroRE Epen dEsnavt feakirael devcloprers o B oote ey
sfjscent o a sop on e Mum 7% 5t bne The progect exhibeis an aproproe
denpary and wse foo ihis main erensdt corridor. We egpecially commend the developer
for maling the anits availsbie to renters. Wil the committes approciates the
serditiviry of the integration of the hisoric warehauses ino the developmenl, as wedl
i the srong nelghborbood suppart for lower heights, we feel it B somewhat af a
missed opportunity ihal, for reasons boyond the developen’s control, kere be low und
diffused massing dleng soch a centrad and wide ransil boulevard.
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[ pe el =, & s S, Wi fler baidais wiald e bivl Seoabl i wm
urrpany, wyh the saly of te e T emwrrer adepte re-me of e g wersimee o
Pty srrreciie feti] B sorerwial msey thee Srretach. bowcwr

The developmment proposcs |17 packing spaces (Some using, parimg Sscker), 340 baoycle spaccs
and ome carshare space. Mo spaces are designated for the commercaal uses, one of which s s
hoped-for grocery sione, 'We commend the use of the slackers, and the less than 1:1 parkng-10-
wrill ralio in such proalmity 1o mass tmnill, We also applad the developer lor de-coupling iba
spuced from the unlts, allowing future realdents io save on ihe expense of parking aed to instesd
sk altevmstive tranaportaikon. As cambaring becomes more popalas. we would bope 1o see an
inersase i ihe spois allotied] o carsharng, and apprecisie your effort o increse the sumber of
oty Feally, we are vy Sepportres of e mcheson of pecs for 3 mach-sesdnd grooery wore,
bl e v some conoeres shomt the Sors s vy wilost ey koo o all. Wik we
WSS VAT rrsoRerg Sov v Toer @ releces’y ol o 7000 o preen S e of groery
P R CETy pt s, b Wow EsSS BTD caiy ool Tom el e R woulkd
Troaden e cecron of who Sonid e e Boey el oo e chenors of mrviee! Bt

Imeporinrd meighborhond fmenty

Public Heabm Interface and the
Fromation of 8 Pedestrisn-Oriented Eovironment

This project”s relstionahip o Third Sereei ia infloepesd by (o overriding faiere: the cxistng
bvixh wechoeses and U very clfrtow gvadlsbic micealk The dempen bave does well o iy 0
carve ool “ErTes B wilks e sdewall 8 D000 ores § vERTy of pedeitnae sretaraes
spacet. These moes sl serve 59 portals ke e pedesnae padsas=wrry e oot Sroegh B
woch The Projent Revies Comerecee arped the prosect sy o conssier eevang e
e L sapocathy S nord one, opwn 1 the puile Sor s may howss of Gwr dey = pomsabie,
wd g e very plemsed 10 S0 Your covmiibTen 1o et foe pobie scoris duaring dayligia
bmary  Forther, # wall b essentzal 1o activele thess nook b enmere as they fusclion &5 desised.
The sowibem akerve has enough spece o polenbally taks on 8 rumbes of functions, peticularly if
the porthermn half of i were not overhung by the butlding above.

The [lhinols Street ssde, with its facade of residential baleonies, windows, and gundens is scaled
approprlately for both it finetinn and seiting in » s=mi-induitsial neghborhood (= discossed o
e meui seciionl.  The existence of the building parking of wrest level on this tda, &= well oy e
ndgirg of e stveet by salividiod private wall-peted entry ey ands, sy preciade mach
mewasglel scuvton of the sper o pedoaram,. We blaees 1B somwr oo el acegin il
drmpn o st on e W fecte could el o o crjre-—e—ig

Buildmg & Landscape Devgn

Gitven the plasming constraiots baposed on the site, the projec s massing, and ibe moderm, mikdly
industrial fre| of the destgn is appropeinte to the site and Dogpasch neighborhood. We opprecine
the effart o develop a project that exhibits & modem architectum! vocobulary, and Believe thai thia
is eapecially impomant for this quickly developing neighborhood, nnd as o evpression that
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distinguishes it from its hissorical componsnts. There was some discussion as to the desarability of
2 long continuous fagade, reflecting the linearity of Third Street and the precedent of its many
induserial structures, versus a dealgn artioulsted imto amaller, discrete elements mare in scale with
the existing warehouses. We believe both approaches have merit in this context. The lilmois
Street fagade, by contrast, evinces a misch stranger and more unambiguous presence. We
appreciate the height, idiom, and chythmic density of this fagade, and bope that it will keep these
characseristics as the final umit layouts shape it

We feel that the outdoor spaces, bath public and private, have not yet been optimized, and hope
that these spaces have been further developed since we last viewed the project. The interior
courtyards (and covered passageways) will be mostly shielded from direct sunlight, and wse is
further discournged by the fact that they front anto privase patios as oppased to public lobbies.
The rooftop aress have great potential bevend the modest roof deck shown, and would lkely
afford panoramic bay vistas, However, because these items do not directly affect the public realm,
they are not paramount in our view on the project.

The daycare center is & very welcome amenity, but its siting and access should be further
considered in terms of access 10 sunay open play space, and the center’s privacy from 1he main
circulation af the building should be maintained.

Environmental Effects

SPUR believes it is essential for projects to build environmental sustaimability into their design and
function, and emcourages the project sponsor 1o incorporate sustainability a5 an ongoing priotity
from the outset of the design process rather than as an “add-on™ at 2 laser stage. As climate datn
press the case for sustainability ever more urgently, and more and more sustainable building
elements and sysiems bave become mainstream, the guestion of “Can we afford it™ has reversed
to “How can we not™

We appreciate the stated desire of your leam to incorporate such elements, your intent to certify the
buikding with a green rating agency, as well as your insbility at this early stage to artsculase the
particular features the project may contain. However, 1o date the project’s environmental
commitments have been strong but you have not yet commitied 0 specific features, or a specific
certification agency or level. SPUR expects that any project which merits our endorsement will
exhibit sustainable featares well beyond the minimum baseline standarde, which are themselves
becoming more and more rigorous each year. Therefore, we feel that any project of this size that
receives our endorsement should aim, for LEED Gold or the equivalent. Your use of a brownfield
site immediately on a mass ransit corridor is an excellent foundation on which 1o build a very
green project, Furthermore, the suspicious siting of the parcel, and height of the building refative
1o its neighbors, makes solar power and'or green roof for the extensive, sunny, scuth-facing reafs
an especially promising cpportunity, We lock forward 1o hearing more fram you as you develop
the sustainability festures of this praject,
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Conclusion

SPUR finds 2233 Third Street to have significant potential to contribute o the vibrancy of the
Dogpaich neighborhood and the Third Street corridor, enlivening it with the presence of full-time
residents, reactivating historie buildings, and making streetfront retail space available. We
enthusisstically support this thoughtfid proposal which provides much needed housing, & market,
and a childcare facility in an underserved aeighborhood, along a transit corridor, with sensitivity 1o
the historic resources. We also strongly sdvocate for the project as a paradigm for other residential
and mixed-use developments in the Central Waterfront district, nnd as a project which we hope
will reczive speedy approval (o break the logjam of projects awaiting approval under the district's
temporary zoning captrols,

We thank you for committing your time and resources 10 the presentation at SPUR, appreciate the
fact that you have presented your proposal to s at an carly stage i its development so that you
were able to take many of our recommendations mnto considerntion.

We are pleased to endarse this carefully considersd, worthwhile project.

Sincerely,

K
Sarah Karhinsky
Policy Director

For Rueben Schwartz and Kirby Sack, Project Review Committee Co-Chasrs
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visual access to the historic one story building, The units fromring on Olinois Stest will
have suspended industrial stvle staireays leading into outdocs spaces located al ground
Jevel. This design maintains human scale while allowing privacy and green space for
residentis.

We are pleased with the amount of common asable open space for residents. The project
also proposes establishing a “Green Trast”. We are excited 10 see what can be
accomplished by San Francisce's first non-profit, neighborhood-based, open space trust
fumd,

Community Inpui:

We understand that the project has the support of the Dogpatch Meighborbood
Agsociation and the Pomero Boosters. We sppreciaie bow moch effort went inho
community outresch for this project.  We wish to commend you for your inclusive
affordable homsing, This shows a commitment to maimtaining the charscter of 1he
neighborhood, while & the same time [nereasing the ecomamical valse of the ceptral
waterfront

We wish to appliud you for your efforts so design and build a landmark facility at this
historic location. We recognize amd sppreciate your comemunity vatreach and sngagement
of the surrounding neighbars, and suppost many of the changes you have already
incarparated imto the design. This project will improve the arca immensely, and we
helieve that this development can result in an even stronger and meore robust contribation
1o the neighborhood fabric.

In summary, we believe your project is most warthy of ouwr epdorsement for the reasons
nated above, Pleass keep us abreast of any modificadon to the project as well as the
development schedule, and inform ws of any upcoming bearings. We will gladly
advocate for this project.

Sincerely,

'ﬁ@.ﬂ;{ﬁh‘_ﬁ

Tim Calen
Executive Director
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MIUADL A COVARRUBLAS Mz, Katie O'Brien

[=r=—- Martm Building Company
. 54 Mint Street, Fifth Floor
PHtay g o Numa b San Francisco, CA 54103

— oY Dear Ms. O"Brien,
on o The Bay Area Council is very happy to endorse the 2235 3rd Street project.

i‘:‘.’.&“‘_ﬁ_ The 2235 3™ Street project scored extremely highly in all the criteria we employ to evaluzte
mm"‘"" propesed bousing projects, nemely; transit onentatoon, project size, efficient use of land, adsptive
-t re-use of land, promotion of affordabelity, spvironments| design, mixed use, and the promotion of
24w & 1aTVT comsnity mpul to he design process,

b

e The Housing Endorsement Commitice feels that this is precisely the type of dense, transit-

%’E_: orsented, infill housing that San Francisco and the rest of the Bay Area should be promoting and
i, bmldmgﬂwemmmtheh:ﬂﬂmfwmamyindmphmmlmt

il 'l'lthcknfnlltymofhomingﬂlllluwhnfnﬁmdnhﬂntyhsbumamlhmmh
Ste e amscee economy of the Bay Area, The region's employers are finding it increasingly difficult o attract
piad o IR and keep the top talent in the Bay Area because the kdgh cost of housing here. With our
S, St populstion expected 1o grow by 20% in the next 25 years, this bousing shoetage, along with
‘ associated problems of sprawl, congestion and environmental pallution, are geing to get mech
FETER & WAGERAN warse unless more projects like 2235 3" Street are 2pproved and built

i We congratulate you and Martin Building Co, for producmg a well designed and well situsted
Soui S Nl Fh progect that will provide much needed housing for the resdents of San Francisco.

ALRYASTER B MOHRAY Sincerely,
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Exhibit 28

City and Comanty of San Prancisco

i R R [t I )

RN - SRR
Masch 5, 2008 el 4 il

e Luimpany

John Rahmim, Director of Planming
San Francisca Planning Department
1650 Mission Street, Ste. 400

San Francisco, CA 94103

Fie: 2235 Third Street « Draft Central Waterfrant Plan Demonstration District
Director Rahaim:

| am writing to you regarding = development project located in District 10, 1 have been in
conversation with the project sponaor, Martin Building Company, over the past 4 years regarding
their proposed project at 22335 Third Street,

| have vetted the project with the sponsor and recognize the work they have done 1o actively
engage the community in the design process and incorporate neighboarhood inpul inta the project.

The praject sponsor 15 seeking approval of a Draft Central Waterfront Flan “Demonstration
Destrict™ rezondng &t 2233 Third Street, Tt is my understanding thar this rezoning would
generadly comply with the Planning Department’s Draft Central Waterfrant Area Plan, as
analyvzed in the Eastern Meighborhood's Environmental Impact Report.

It is my poliey not to approve individunl rezoning projects prior fo the cerhification of the final
CEQA analysis, and specifically in this case, the Eastern Neighbarhoods Program EIR, After the
Eastern Metghborhoods EIR is completed and certified, [ intend to suppost the rezoning required
tor the 2233 Third Street project, Lastly, T am awqre that the project sponsor is secking approval
af both a Code conforming development and the proposed rezoning projest.

Sincerely,

' L% o
“! ! . i > 1 |
.__'_;':-E_;_..a‘ﬂ"-ﬁ-lj—. T A AN W -QEL\_EL_
Sophie Maxwell, Supervisor
Cristrict 10
BE: Larry Badiner, Zening Adminisiraior

Tim Frye, Presenvation Planmer
Ken Rich, Ezstern Nelghbochoods Project Manager

Eatie 0 Bren, Martin Building Company

City Hal o | Dy Cadeon B, Goodlesr Placy * Boom 144 ¢ Sen Foaneoes, Califoonis 241024650 » [415) 334.5670
Fax (#41%) 5%4.7474 = TODVTTY (215) 554-5207 = E-madls Sophie M axe=[EEdpovorg
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